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Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )EE] Responsive to communication(s) filed on 05 December 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) [3 Claim(s) 1-32 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 C\a\m(s) U32 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)[3 The drawing(s) filed on 05 December 2003 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1. Claims 1,15,20-21,23,24 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

As to claim 1 , Examiner is unclear as to what is meant by "desired code 
functionality"? Is this functionality a document? Is this a block within a document? 
Examiner is not sure what exactly is "desired code functionality". 

As to claim 15, Examiner is unclear as to what is meant by "a technical value"? 
How is this "technical value" determined? 

As to claim 20-21 , Examiner is unclear as to what is meant by "developer terms"? 
How is this "developer terms" different than other terms? 

As to claims 23,24 and 32, Examiner is unclear as to what is meant by "familiar" 
and "unfamiliar"? How is the familiarity and unfamiliarity determined? Examiner is also 
unclear as to what is meant by "functional information"? What makes information 
functional? How is "functional information" different than "desired documents"? Is 
"functional information" is part of a "desired document"? 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1,2,4,11,12,20,22,23,24,26-29 and 31-32 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Harris (U.S. Patent Publication No. 
2002/0059204). 

As to claims 1 ,23,24,31 and 32, Harris teaches a system that facilitates 
generation of code and/or documents, comprising: a discovery component that receives 
data relating to at least one of a user's request for desired code functionality and one or 
more desired documents; and a mapping component that correlates parsed subsets of, 
the data to specific functional objects respectively located remote from the user; and a 
generator that employs the functional objects to form at least one of the desired code 
functionality and the documents (i.e., user provided natural language query for desired 
information/documents is parsed into subset of data and the parsed data (i.e., familiar data) is 
context analyzed and then correlated/cross referenced to other terms/objects e.g., synonyms (i.e., 
unfamiliar terms). In this process a dictionary is used. User/System manager can define various 
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rules in the dictionary. The dictionary can also use user's feedback to define rules, which is used 
to find the correlated terms/objects e.g., synonyms. The query is then translated into a SQL query 
to search a database or other suitable query to a search engine e.g., Altavista, Google, Infoseek, 
Microsoft Index Server etc. The information is entered into the interface using a suitable device 
e.g., keyboard, mouse etc. Whether the user is a developer or any other user, the document is 
technical/code document or any other document are non functional descriptive data and therefore 
nonstatutory) ([0007], [0009], [0036], [0037], [0045], [0046], [0049], [0057], [0059], [0061]). 

As to claims 1,2,4,11,12,20,22,26-29, the limitations of these claims are either 
rejected or addressed in the rejected claim above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3,5-10,13-19, 25 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Harris in view of Herz (U.S. Patent No. 6,029,195). 

As to claim 3,5-10,13-19, 25 and 30, Harris does not teach using users past 
patterns in searching for a desired document, determining an importance value or 
ranking the documents and monitoring/tracking search activities. 
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Herz teaches using user's past patterns in searching for a desired document, 
determining an importance value or ranking the documents and monitoring/tracking 
search activities (i.e., user ranks target objects by their importance value to the user. User 
provides relevance feedback and assigns score/weight to target objects. All these become part of 
the user profile, and the user profile is used to search for desired documents. Users past 
patterns/long term attributes are also part of the user profile. The system also tracks/monitors 
user's search activities.) (Abstract; col 15, lines 1-35; col 18, lines 10-67; col 19, lines .30-67; col 
28, lines 40-67; col 63, lines 45-55; col 65, lines 50-67; col 68, lines 25-35; col 69, lines 54-60). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Harris with the teachings of Herz to 
include using user's past patterns in searching for a desired document, determining an 
importance value or ranking the documents and monitoring/tracking search activities 
with the motivation to provide a customized electronic identification of desirable objects 
and to generate a user-customized rank ordered listing of target objects (Herz, Abstract). 



Points of Contact 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Apu M. Mofiz whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
4080. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 8:00 A.M. to 4:30 
P.M. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Gaffin can be reached at (571) 272-4146. The fax numbers for the 
group is (571)273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-9600. 




km M. Mofiz \ 
FWmary Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 2100 



May 16, 2006 



